f:f’mades F;sh Market at T
' wharf Today |

The 'reeaipts of fish at BoSton today
as expected are light, there being but
five vessels at that port all of whom
\are shore fishermen,

| This is the uenal custom on Saturs

will be dull. Then most of the vessels
have been in earlier in the week 30
that there are not many to come,

The market today is weak, but next
Wweek will see it more buoyant, as the
vessels will be somewhat delayved ow -
ing to a searcity of bait, that is pre-
valent all along the coast.

" The fares and prices in detail are:
Boston Arrivals,

Sch. Alcina, 20,000 cod.

Sech. Mary E. Cooney,
10,000 cod, 50,000 hake,
1600 nollock.

Sch. Morning Star, 30p0 pollock.

Sch. Nettie, 2000
fish. :

Y'Sch. B. C. Hussey,

10,000 cusk,

* Haddock, $2.10 per .; large cod,
$3.50; market cod, no sales; hake,
$1.50 to $2.50; cusk, ' $1.75; pollock,

50; swordfish, 17 cts. per 1b.

PORT OF GLOUCESTER.

~ Coastwise Arrivals. *

 Sch. Frea O. Walker,
Rockland.

1. Sch, 'Pearl

| Rockland.

L
Nelson, Boston for

‘Millbridge.
Steamer
Rockport.

Reliance, Boston for

Vessels Sailed.
Sech, Gossip, dory handlining,
Sch. Emerald, shore.
Sch, Rita A. Victor, shore, :
" Sch. Edward A. Rich, shore.
Sch. Massasoit, shore.
§ch. Massachusetts shacking.

week

for a nmdl fhct have arrived at that ?

port and prices have advanced several
|points over those of Saturday.
| 5 ok ]" G

Cod fish is quoted at four to five

cents and all other ground fish accord-
ingly. Steamer Spray, out four days, is
in today with a large trip of haddock,
which is quoted at two and a half cents
and the lowest in the catalogue.
. Sch. Regnia has the banner fare,
having over 100,000 pounds, while schs.
Gladys and Nellie, John J. Fallon and
Mary C. Santos are ﬂso nmons the
leaders.

Tive swordfishermen are ln today and
none of them have large catches, the
largest being 30 fish, w!ﬂﬁh are ﬁemng
at 15 to 17 cents per pound
The fares and prices |

_Boston Arrivi

‘Sch. Quonnapowm.
1500 hake.

|0ay, as the vessels do not come in last |
of the week, knowing that the market |

{ 5000 haddock, |

Boston f(;r

Sch. Clara B. Reynard, Boston for |

\

small cod, $2.50 to 38
2.50 - to 33 50' mﬂkmk.

; Capt. H B Trubock of the ﬂ;h.“
ancy Arm, from Maine with a cargo

f ﬁ“‘is‘ down th. Atlantic coast wn

Pont.
iy @

“Just after we got well out of the
Kennebec and started down the coast
-we encountered a big school of
whales,” said the skipper. “Many of
! them were over one hundred feet
long. Our course lay right in the
midst of them. When we hit the
bunch one big fellow resented the in-
trusion by igiving us a hard rub Oa the
- windward side. Over we tipped and
shipped about 500 gallons of water. It
was fully three minutes before the big
fish left us.

“I thought we were goners.

My M-

bf pm. Imnber, said rocontly that Ms |

a phﬂim one, says the thi‘ngtm |

tle ship has very small holes to let

deck water off. For a moment we kept |

going over further, but -all. hands
rushed to the upper side, and we grad-
ually righted. After this narrow es-
cape I tried to bring the ship more to
the southeast in order {o get out ‘of

strongly from the east and it was im-
possible to do so.

“The whales followed us all the way
down the coast and pgave us much
trouble. Occasionally one of the mon-
sters would squirt a wvolume of water
in “the air and swim directly into the
path of the schooner, remaining there
until we struck him. We were go-
ing at such arapidrate that Iexpect-
ed this performance to stave ia uur
bow.

“The large load of lumber in the
ship’s hold braced the sides to such an
extent that it was not very easy to
stave a hole in it. If it had not been
for that I am confident the Nancy
' Ann would have been at. the bottom
by this time.

“When we arrived off the coast of
New Jersey a heavy northeast wind
struck us, and”1 had to change the
course more to the southeast to keep
from going ashore. For about twen-
ty-four hours we headed out to sea
and temporarily escaped the frolicsome
whales. When we. put back to shore,
however, we ran into them again.

“This timea very large ohe swam up
‘I to the starboard side of the ship and
gave us an awfully hard bump. We
went over to port and dipped some
water, but not as much ‘as before.

“I have never seen so many whales
‘together. . There is evidently a: scar-
city of fo06d abiut the North Atlan-
tic, and they are coming ' south 'n
search of it. I have often had them
come up to 'the ship and swim along-
side for hours, but. have mnéver seen
them so full of ﬂght. e

“At times the water about ‘us was
worked up to a foam by their scramb.
ling and fighting for a chance piece of
food. 1 estimate that ‘thére were 200
whales in that school, When we
turned in at Norfolk they contgmeﬂ
down the coast.” :

the danger, but the wind was-eoming |

. RO |

Jep. /2

HV RECEIPTS

a large number of vessels zu'e out and
several due to arrive. :
_Bait is a great drawback to. the fish- |
ermen for they have been unableito get
|& supply and so much valuable time has
[[been lost, which prolonged their voy-
|ages.
| Today's arrivals and receipts in de-
tail are: ;
Toduyt !Amva!s and Rucﬂpt-.

| /Sch. Conqueror, Quero Bank, 100, 000 |
|lbs., fresh cod, 70,000 1bs. salt eod. i
Sch. William H. Moody, Georges. 30,- |
1000 1bs. salt cod.
Sch. Flavilla, via Boston, 75,000 lbs
{fresh mixed fish,

Steamer Jeffrey, seining
bluebacks.

8ch. Nelson Y. McFarland, SouthWest‘
Harbor, Me., 1000 qtls., cured fish,

150 hms,

1
Vessels Sailed.

Sch. Senator, halibuting, / o
. Sch. Grace Darling, Boston. /.
Sch. Alice, Boston,

Sch. Harriett, haddocking.

Sch. Walter P. Goulart, haddocking.
Sch, Flora J. Sears, haddocking.
‘Sch. Maud F. Silva, haddocking.

Sch. Little Fannie, shore. {
Sch. N. A. Rowe, shore. ) |

Today’s Fish Market. -
Handline Georges cod, large, 34 per
ewt.; -medium, $3.50.

Trawl Georges cod, large, :3 75 per
cwt., medium, $3.25.

Trawl bank  .cod, la.rge,
cwt.; medium, $3. .

Drift Georges cod, large, ‘375 ner
cwt.; medium, $3.50.

Outside sales of Bank cad: 3375 for
large and $3.50 for medium,

Salt cusk, large, 32.50 per cwt.; me-
dium, $2.

Salt - ‘haddnck. u.zs per cwt

Salt hake, $1.25 per cwt.:

‘Balt pollock, $1.25 per cwt.

Dory -handline cod, hrge. 8&?5 per
cwt.; medium, $3.50.

Splitting prices for: !resh nsh :

Western cod, large, 62.36 per cwt.;
medium, - $1.75.

Eastern cod, large, nso per cwt.,
medium, $1.55; snappers, 60 cts. .

Western Bank cod, large, $2.12 1-2
per cwt.; medium; $1.66.
" Cusk, large, $1.65 per cwt.; med-a
ium, $1.25; snappers, 50 cents, - °

Haddock, $1.10 per cwt.; ‘hake, ‘1 10
per cwt.; dressed _pollock, 75 cts. per
cwt round pollock, 70 cts .per cwt. .

$335 per

PORT OF GLOUCESTER.
Coastwise Arrivals,

British sch. Cresent, Economy, N. 8., |
for Vineyard Haven. i

British sch. Jennie C., Backville,” N. |
B., for orders.

British sch, Otis Millefr, /New York
for Parrsboro, N. 8.

Sch, W. W. Walker, Salem for Wells,
Me. .

Sch. Maggie Enen, Port Reading, N.

" 5

Sch. Mnnton, Boston for Boekwt.

United States revenue cutter Andro-
scoggin, ' cruising.

Yacht Mischief, cmislng.

. M
thmg Fleet Mwnmmtl. i

Sech. Arthur D. Story arrlved at Shel-
burne on Friday.

Schs. Independence 1L, Lucinda I ‘
Lowell and Preceptor were at Canso on
Saturday and cleared for fishing.

Sch. Richard J. Knnan mimd at
Lunenburg on Saturday. 65
Sch. Evelyn L. Thompson a.rrived at
Liverpool, N. 8, on Friday.

Sch. J. V. Flaherty arrived at Canso
on Friday and s. Manhassett and
Lueinda 1. Low aaﬂed from thare
on Saturday.

Bch Priscilla Smith arrived at Louis-

C. B 90, aoo pounds df fish.




Miles Recommended

The full text of the decision of the
sheries tribunal at the Hague has
yeen published, and appears decidedly
nore faverable to the United States
-han did the summary which was first
sent out by the press correspondent.

| Especially is this true in regard to
questions one and five, which were de-
sided in favor of the British conten-
ion, accerding to the early reports,
but which are materially modified by
the conditions imposed which did not
sppear in the summary of the decision
first published. -
- Regatding question one, while the
decision stated that the right to make
= rules goveming the fisheries is inher-
Jent in the sovereignty of Great Britain,

" |thé treaty obligations and must be 80
“lframed as not to give the British fish-
“larmen an unfair advantage over the
| American fishermen, and in case the
| United States deems such regulations
unreasqnable they shall be submitted
0 to an impartial authority for a de-
cision.
1 'I'he decigion in regard to question
ﬁ e, relating to the threc mile limit in
ise of bays, is also accompanied with
g, recommendation that the rule s{xall
1ot apply in cases where the bays are
J[tep miles or more wide at the mouth !
{until. the width shall have become
Uharrowed down to the width of ten
Imiles. While such recommendations
"|do not have the force of a decision, it
{is more than probable than the count-
' ries will adopt the recommendations.

Full Text of the Decision.

! The complete report cf thg findings
ilis as follows:
| Question one—To what extent are
the following contentions or. either of
them justified?.

It is contended on the part of Great
| Britain that the exercise of the lik
|to take fish, referred to in the treaty
(of 1818), whith the  inhabitants of
{the United States have forever
common with the subjects of his Brit-
lannic majesty, is subject to the con-
sent of Newfoundland in the form of
| municipal laws, ordinances or rules; as
for example, the regulation in respect
1of' (1) the hours, days or seasons when
'fish may be taken on the treaty coasts.
1(2) The methods, means and imple-
ments to be used in the taking of fish
or in the carrying on of fishing oper-
ations on such coast. (3) Any matters
of similar character relating to fishing,
such regulations being reasonable.
. Tt is contended on the part of the
United States that the exercise of such
hberty is not subject to limitations
lor restraint by Great Britain, Canada
for Newfoundland, unless they are ap-~
propriate and necessary for the pro-
teet‘lon ‘and preservation of the com-
mon rights in such fisheries, and
'wﬂels they be reasonable in them-
ﬁdvaa am;l fair as between local fisher-
‘ shermen coming from the
Uz ited smta, and not So framed as
' give an advantage to the former|
r the Iatet‘, m unless then appro-
‘reasonableness
{and . 1ined by the
|United States and Grmmm
g;mmon concord, ' " the  Uni

‘| such-rules must not be in violation of |

fivision,

i e by Great Britain, Canada

by

3

ates cancnrn in »am enforcement. bers of the fishing crews of their ves-

Answer.—The right: of Ggeat Britain
to make regulations without the con-
sent of the United States as to 'the |
exercise .of the liberty to take fish,
referred to in Article 1 of the treaty
of October 20, 1818, in the form of
municipal laws, ordinances or rules of
Gerat Britain, Canada or

G‘reat Britain.
"The exercise of that right by Gresat

therein grunted to the inhabitants of
the United States in that such regu-
{lations must be made bona fide and
imust not be in violation of the sdid

|treaty regulations which are (1) ap-

propriate or necessary for the protec-
tion and preservation of such fisheries,
or (2) desirable or necessary on

g,unds “of pubhc ‘order or morals,
wyhout unnecessarily interfering with
(p¢ fisheries itself, and in both cases

uitable and fair as ®setween local and
American fishermen, and not so fram-
ed-as to give unfairly an advantage
tc the former over the latter class, are
not inconsistent with the obligation to
execute the treaty in good faith, and
are, therefore, reasonable and not in
violation of the treaty.

Any Questions of Reasonable Regu-
lations Decided by'Commission.

For the decision of the -question
whether a regulation is or is not rea-
sonable, as being or not bheing in ac-
cordance with the dispositions of the
treaty and not in violation thereof, the
treaty of 1818 contains no special pro-
\ The settlement of differences
in this respect that might arise there-

fter was left to the ordinary means
og diplomatic intercourse. By reason,
however, of the form in which Ques-
tion one is put, and by further reason
of the administration of Great Britain,
by her counsel before this tribunal,
that is not. now for either of the par-
ties to the treaty to determine the
reasonableness of any regulations
or
Newfoundland; the reasonableness of
any. such regulation, if contested, must

5
I

but by impartial authority in accord-
ance w_vith the principles herein above
laid down, and in the manner proposed
in the recqmmend&tions made by the
tribunal..

In virtue of Article 4 of the agree-
ment, the tribunal further decides that
Article 4 of the agreement is, as stated
by counsel of the respective parties at
the argument, permanent in its effect
&nd ‘not terminable by the expiration
of the general arbitration treaty of

Newfound- |
land is inherent in the sovereignty of |

Britain is however, limited by the said |
treaty in respect to the said liberties

Ito prevent ‘any misundgrstanding as to
he effect of its award, expresses the
{opinion that non- inhabita.nts employed
‘as members of the fishing crews on
United States vessels derive no bene-
1ﬂt or immunity from the treaty, and

iit is so decided and awarded.
iFuhcrmen Not Required to Report to
! . Customs Officers.

Question Three—Can the exercise
by the inhabitants of the TUnited
States of the liberties referred to be

. 'subjected without the consent of the

| United States to the requirements of
entry or report ‘at custom houses or
'the payment of light or harbor or
other dues, or any other similar re-
quirement or condition or exaction?

Answer—The requirement that an

-{American fishing vessel should report,

if proper conyeniences for so doing
are at hand, is mnot unreasonable, for
the reasons stated in the foregoing
opinion. There should be no such re-
quirment, however, unless there be
reasonably convenient opportunity af-
forded to report, in person or by tele-
graph, either at a cGstom house or to
a customs official; but the exercise of
the ﬁshing liberty by the inhabitants
{of the UnitediStates should not be sub-
Jected to the purely commercial for-
imalities of a report of entry and
lclearance at a custom house, nor to
light harbor or other duties not im-
poséd upon Newfoundland fishermen.
/No Restrictions Must Be Imposed on
Fishermen Seeking Shelter.

Question Four—Under the provision |

of the said article that the American
fishermen shall be admitted to enter
certain bays or harbors for shelter, re-
pairs, wood or water, and for no other
purpose whatever, but that they shall
be under such restrictions as may be
necessary to prevent their taking, dry-
ing or curing fish therein, or in any
other manner whatever abusing the
privilege, thereby reserved to them, is
it permissible to impose restrictions
conditional upon the payment of light
or harbor or other dues, or entering or
reporting at custom houses or any
similar conditions?

Answer—It ig’ dé€ided and awarded’
that such restrictions sare not permis-
sible  unless ' American. . fishermen en-
itering such, bays for any of the four
purposes aforesaid and remaining more
than forty-eight hours therein should
be required, if thought necessary by
Great Britain or the colonial govern-
ment, to report either in person or by
telegraph at a custom house or to a
customs ,Qfﬂgia,l,_j_g__;pasonab!y con-
{venient. opportunity. therefor is afford-
ed, and it is so decided and awarded.

Ten Mile W_idth on: ﬁ_lys Recommended |

Question Five—From where must be
measured the threé marine miles of
any of the coasts, bays, creeks or har-
bors referred to in the:said article?

Answer—The tribunal decides and
awards that in case of bays the three
marine milés are to:be measured from
arstraight line drawn across the bodyi
of water at the place where it ceases |
to have configuration and character- |
istics of a bay. At all other places the
three marine miles are to be mea.sured
following the sinuosities of the coast
Now this ‘tribunal hereby recom-
mends for the consideration and ac-
parties the following rules and meth-

be decided, not by either of the parties, {parties tthe fellowing rules and meth-

ods of procedure for determining the.
limits of the bays herembeforc enum-
erated:

(1) In every bay not heréinafter
specifically provided for the limits of
exclusion shall be drawn three miles
seaward from a straight line across
the bay in the part nearest the en-
trance at the first point where the
width Jdoes not exceed ten miles. (2)
In the following bays where the con- .
figuration or the coast and the locul

climate “eenditions are such that for-

1818 between Great Britain and the
United States.

Employm%of Foreign Crews on Am-
erican Vessels.

ign fishermen, when within the geo-
graphic headlands might reasonably

and “bona’ 'fide believe themseélves on
ithe high seas,

the limits of exclusion |

106 &

Question Two—Have the inhabitants hall be drawn in each case between |

of the United States,a right to employ {the headiands hereinafter specified as |

as members of the fishing crews of |being those at and within which such

their vessels persons not inhabitants |ishermen ' might be reasonably ' ex-

of the “Unlteﬂ States? ted 'to recognize the bay under av-

Answer—In view of the preceding lrage conditions.

considerations, this tribunal is' of the|

opinion that the lnhqbﬂ;ants of thé Limits of Exclusion in Spec:ﬁod

United States, while " exercising the Waters.

liberties referred to in the said arti- For the Baie des Chaleurs the line
tmm the light at Birch Point on Mis-

Icles, have a right to employ as mem-
cou Island to Macquereau Point light; |
!or the &gh of Mir&michl. the line

1

'@ls w_sm n}:& inhabitants at the




the nearest point on the ?
fshore of the mainland.

light on the coutheaater}y end of Bru-
net Island, thence to Fortune t&gﬁt
for or mnear the following bays the
limits of exclusion shall be three mar-
ine miles seaward from the following
lines, namely:z« - .
{For or mnear Barrington Bay, in
Nova Scotia, the line from the light
on Stoddart Island to the light on the
lsouth point of Cape Sable, thence io
the light at Baccaro Point,\at Ched
abucto and St. Peter's Bay; the line |
from Cranberry Island light to Green
Island 1light, thence to Point Rouge
itor Mira Bay; the line from the light
ion the east point of Scattarie island|i
to the northeasterly point of Cape
Morien, and at Placentia Bay, in New-
ifoundland, the line between the Latine
Point on the eastern mainland to the
most southerly point of Red Islani,
thence by the most southerly point of
Merasheen Island: ¥o ‘the ‘mainland.
Long Island and Bryer Island, on
St Mary's Bay, in Nova Scotia, shall
for “the purPose 'of ‘delimitation, be

: n
' For Fortune Bay, in Newfouz;dland,
the line from Connaigre Head }to the|

! unal has clearly borne in
n'd that “Great Britain, to reduce a
riction rapidly becoming dangerous,
#m been compelled more than onze

3

MQHE PREss cOMMENTs.
i i i
l!on Controvouy P'robablo.

The tribunal at The Hague he.n giv-
en its verdict in the North Atlantic
fisheries dispute with gratifying ||
promptness, a circumstance which re-
flects eredit not only upon the tribu-
nal itself but also upon the counsel on
both sides for the convincing clarity of
their presentations and arguments in
the case. As for the general charac-
ter of the verdict, it was in a sense
forecast by one of the American coun-
sel, Senator Root, who got here from
The Hague by steamer only a day be-
1t'ere the cabled announcement of the
result, when he said that “sueh de-
isiong are always compromises,” We
are ‘$dad’ to' Bélieve, however, t this
one iagawmprom;se in ‘only the:high-

o moderate the zeal of Colonial legis-
ators to make the most of their
:rrox!mity to the ﬂshmg grounds
- While the colonists, the Ca‘.nadlana
and the Nawmund!apders may have
(cause for immediate - satisfaction in
he declsion.'it probably will not es-
Sape their atfention that the finding
alone has more tham-present signifi-
cance. The case of Great Britain not
merely reveals but exhibits a practi-
cal recognition of the imperial: feder- |
ation idea'which twenty years ago
our publicists would have had no rea-
son to anticipate, When the treaty
of 1818 was negotiated, the concep- '
tion of the colonies as parties hale;g
‘even the privilege ‘of intervening in in-|
x,tterpretaﬁon of its provisions does not
est and best meaning of the term, Itappear to have entered the heads of
isa compromnse in so far as that some the negotiators of  either .side. The
of the points involved are decided in| ‘treaty was between high sovereignties‘
favor of one and some in favor of thefahd the obligation of colonies and de-
‘other party, but we do not suppose/pendencies was to avoid confliet with

taken as the coasts of such bass
Bay of Fundy and Gut of Canso
Excluded.

It is understood that nothing #n
these rules refers either to the Bay |
of Fundy, considered as a whole apa.rt
from its bays and ecreeks, or as to|

by the agreement made bs;
of notes between Mr. Bacon and Mr.
Bryce, dated February 21, 1909, and
March 4, 1909, or to Conception Bay,
which was provided for by the decis-
ion of the Privy Council in the case
of the Direct United States: Cablc
Company = agt. the ‘Anglo-American
Telegraph Company, in which decision
the United . States ha.ve acquienced

Amomoam Ent:tlod to Fish in New-
o oundland Bays | and Harbors. '
' Question Six.—Have _the inhabitqnts“

of the 'United States the liberty to

take fish in the "bays, Harbors and

-@recks on that part of the' southern

coast_of Newfoundland. Wh,ich~,ektandq

frdm Cape Race to Rameau Islands, or
on the western and northern coasts of

Newfoundland from "Cape Race to

Quirpon Island, or on the Magdalen

the Innocent Passages through the'
Gut of Canso, which wene excluded‘
exchange|

that on any of them the tribunal pro-jit. Such has been our intemretation
nounced a verdict other than in strictfrom the first, but Great Brité.‘in, part-
‘accord with. lega.l and equitable con-|ly by evasion, has edged on each per-
| viction. liod of controversy nearer to an asser-
| “"Phe Verdict or the fifth question isition of the position it boldly avowed|
less ‘conclusive, and,” indeed, seems to|before the tribunal, that local regula-
open the way for much controversy in{tions of a British foreign colony need
the futnre over other cases which have not be submitted to any foreign Power
it in common with this one. It relates |with which Great Britain has a treaty
to the point from which “three marine jon a similar s:tbject. The unity of the |
miles” are to be measured in determin- British empire expressed in _imperial
ing the boundary between the high |assertion of colonial interests was the,
seas and the territorial waters of bays [key point of the British case at The
and other inlets. The American con- (Hague, and the decision, though spe-
tention was that the three-mile line [cifically directed to a particular con-
should follow the windings of the shore {troversy, has a wide bearing on the

in and out of all inlets having a radius
of three ,miles or more, while the
British contention was that it should
run straight across from headland to
headland. That is a question upon
which any nation would be likely to
take whichever side seemed to favor
its own interests, and on which it may |
be that each of the present litigants'

hitherto beeninclined to take the |
ovher side from that which it took in |
this case. The decision now is in|
favor of the British contention,
thus will debar Americans from vari-
jous bays and estuaries. That is cause

Islands"
" Answer.—This tribunal is of opm-
ion that American inhabitants are en-
titled ‘to fish in the bays, creeks and
harbors of = Newfoundland and the|
Magdalen’ Islands and it is so decided
and awarded.
Fishing Vessels Entitled to Exerciu
Commercial Rights. '
Question Seven, {—Are the inhabi-
ts of the United States, whose ves-
1s resort to the treaty coasts, en-
titled to have, for those vessels, when
duly authorized by the United $tates
on that behalf, the commercial priv-
ileges on treaty coast accorded by
agreement or otherwise to United
tates trading vessels generally ?
Answer.—For these reasons this tri-.
unal is of the opinion that the in-
Babitants of the United States are so
entitled in so far as concerns this
treaty there being nothing in its
provisions to disentitle them, provided
the treaty liberty of fishing - and the
commercial prlvﬂegds are not ‘exer-
‘cised concurrently, and it 15 50 de-
tided and awarded.
. The decision is signed by thtf whole
mbunal but mnotice of dimnt from
the majority report is filed by Louis
Fi Draga with respect to Question
ve. ;

e
Sl erd

e 4
FIGURED PROMINENTLY.

Work of Counul Elder and ' Expert
Millett Praised..
‘The Boston Globe - correspondent,

writing of the work of the Hague tri-
bnna] on thé fishery questi

1presalon
two

for regret, but not, of . .course, for
ndemning the verdict: It .is of in-
terest to observe, however, that this |
was ‘the only point upon which the
ibunal was not unanimous, and that !
pon it so high an authority as Dr.
Drago dissented and upheld theAmer—‘
ican con’tention

joicing and satisfaction from a nation-'
1 point of view. Still greater is the
cause for gratitude over this expedl-
ious and wholly amicable dispositlon1
lof a matter which for three genera- |
tions had been a source of actual ir-!
ritation and annoyance and even a

Ipotential source of greater evils than |

and |
{American publicists have been in the.
lwrong on a question' which concerns

I—Boston Transcript.

I

There is cause therefore for re-

future relations of colonial powers to
other nations.

Because we lost on two great points
lat The Hague it is not for us to wail
and knock our breasts or declare ar-
bitration is a failure. The direct ef-
fect of the decision on our fishing in-

cially speaking, to be almost imper-
eptible; but as Americans, we are
pardonable if we do not receive with
lequanimity the assurance of an impar-
tial tribunal that a long succession of

Eezseats, may be so small as, commer-

far more than “a few miserable ﬂdh i

‘Bring Qut ‘the Sporting Instingt.
The Hague arbitration court-h: o |
cided against the United. States on the
two points régarded as ‘most import-
ant in the fishéries discussion. Now let
us see if American fishermen are good |
ports, and whether they will abide by |
the decision or try to get round it.—-
| {Boston Globe. !
it Belongs “To Him. ‘
It’s long odds that Samuel J. Elder
can get a codfish or two whenever he |
hankers after one, from the fishermen i
themselves,  free  for nothing—-—Boston:

those. The achievement demonstmtes
the practical wvalue of the arbitral' I
and judicial machinery at The Hague |
for dealing with & certain class of in-:
'ternational differences, and also ‘the
admirable spirit of mutual friendship
and  confidence_ which animates the
two parties and which alone made |
possible such reference and such set-
tlement. of ‘the 'case.’ A notable ex-
ample is thus set for the disposal of
other cam.mversles among the na-
tions. of the world ~New York Tri-
bune, 243
Sophistry Can’t Obscure Facts. |
While many  important’ documents,
parts of the decision of The Hague!
tribunal- are ‘but briefly synopsized in
desp tchee. enough:of ;the text is pub-
&:‘im - confirm: the: first.i ﬁ;‘*
t the arbitrators rejected
Historical . contentions’ of the
kmted ‘States along “which 'its+ ):aqe‘
las  been. conducted, and decreed to!
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‘prominent part on the side of the|
Unu;ed _States:
ssachusetts men

: figured:
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he case, Hon. Samuel
Hester and Arthur Mil-

itoriiw,u which
v the rt and

*#The tormer made || ;

“consolz?tion" prizes,
t valug it is ‘for practice to de-"
'trste. No_  amount of cheerrul*l
yiry can ‘obseure the faets of |
n. ‘Great Britain, - the D i
& Newfoum;land ‘have good
reason t he ‘satisfied. The, moral efl |

foet of awlcto fter 4 diplomatic |
aﬁ: ation  js |
A as our 'ﬁt&te, partment,

y. deploring the verdict. There:
i left for«the.(gxwbits, the
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